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August 6, 1971 

Mr* David V* Belln 
Herrick, Langdon, Belln and Harris 
300 Home Federal Building 
Des Moines, Iowa 50309 

Dear Mr* Bellnt 

Thank you very such for your letter of August 3* 1 appreciate the fleet 

that you are willing to assist as with these Batters, since your letter 
requests a respon s e from ae before you will answer the questions contained In ay 
letter of July 12, 1 will gladly respond laaedlately so that you need not 
hesitate In asking your response* 

First, you repeat part of the substanoe of ay third question, relating to 
a tlae reconstruction In the Tipplt nurder* Tou accuse ae of quoting out of 
context because 1 say you walked "that route"— meaning the route Oswald supposedly 
walked— and clocked it at 17 minutes, 43 seconds* You refer ae to the test laony 
to show that you actually walked a "long way around route” rather than "the 
aoet direct route*" If you will refer to ay letter of June 12, you will see 
that I did not quote out of con t ex t because I laaedlately mentioned the fact 
that In giving this tlae, you stated you had not walked the aost direct route. 

I also directed you to the page in the hearings to which you have directed as* 

You further assert that a d lagraa In the Report narks the distance (again not 
the aost direct route) at *83 alias and add that It can be walked In less than 
15 alnutee. 

While I agree with you that *83 alias can be walked In less than 13 minutes, 

I as still pussled by the fleet that the only timed reconstruction conducted In that 
neighborhood was a "long way around route*" If the tlae obtained for this Is 
Irrelevant to the tlae it would have taken Oswald to walk from his roomlnghouse 
to the site of the auider, as you seen to Imply, than it Is a mystery to ae 
why apparently no one with the Commission bo t hered to reconstruct the mart 
direct routes, just to be sure* Further, If you oheok ay question, 1 asked 
you. In part, why you did not learn the tlae the direct route would have taken* 

I aa not Interested In the fact that the d^m^mnoe pan be walked in under 13 
alnutee* I want to know, and In deed asked, why you didn't bother to find out the 
tlae for the more direct route, especially In light of the fact that you devoted 
at least 17 alnutee and 43 seconds to walking a route you now seen to Imply has 
no b ea ring on whether Oswald could have Bade It on tlae* I believe we can both 
be saved tlae and effort If you will read ay questions aore closely and not 
present ae with facts which I have already pointed out, thus of which I aa aware* 

Cta page 2 of your letter you pose a series of questions whlsh I shall attempt 
to answer* You first wanted to know how I "would reconcile a possible theory of 
Oraald not having Killed Officer Tipplt based on tlae approrlaattons which are 
Inherently inexact with the overall comprehensive evidence which Included.,*" 
at which point you nam e d several considerations* First 1st as point out that, 
although you do not accuse ae of it, I do not embrace a theory of Oswald's 
Innocence In the Tipplt murder based on the tlae approximations * However, I 
do not believe that the considerations you name can be fairly related to a 
theory assuming Oswald's guilt. Some axe hard to reoancile with a theory of 
guilt SSL Innocence. To answer your rather sweeping question, I will give you 
ay brief assessment of each of the considerations you naae* 
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1, "...the conduct of Oswald before ho entered the Texas Theater..."— 

By this I take It you Bean to refer to the conduct of the aan who several 
people Identified as Oswald. In reference to this nan's conduct, I cannot 
explain aoae of his actions. True, he was seen at sene points to he running 
with a gun in his hand. However, when he was seen running, he was well removed 
free the soane of the aurder. Thus, his running, while suspicious, does not 
establish as the murderer. His actions at the scene of the crlae are a 
systery to ae. As you oust know, there he was In no hurry to escape, and 
after killing Tlpplt, preceded rather c a s u a l ly to remove the empty casings from 
his gun and drop casing on the ground, in the open.. Though I do not offer this 
as fact, It Is ay belief that the casual behavior in leaving Incriminating 
evidence at the scene of the crime and the subsequent running are not consistent 
with each other. 

2. "...the manner of his entry into the theater ... "—this Is based on the 
testimony of one aan who inferred Oswald entered the theater without paying. 

The two people at the theater who might have seen Oswald's entry did not, so 

it is hard for me to know his exact "manner of entry." If it were possible fore 
someone to enter the theater without paying, then I think they would, have done this 
whether or not they were fleeing a crime, simply to gain free admission. If, 
however, someone were escaping a crime and wanted reffcg* from the police, 

I would not think he'd attempt to illegally enter the theater, thus taking 
the chance of drawing attention to himself. Again, this Is merely a possible 
Interpretation of the facts. Oswald a§£ have been seeking refuge when he 
e nt ered the theater, but the fact that he entered without paying is not In 
itself proof of that, I should also point out that when the polios entered 
the theater and began searching the occupants, Oswald had the opportunity to leave, 
or at least attempt to leave. However, he did not. 

3. "...the fact that when Oswald was apprehended in the Texas Theater he 
carried a concealed weapon which in and of itself is a crime..."— To this I 
can say only that Oswald's guilt In one arise does not establish his guilt 

In another although, from certain perspectives, it can contribute to a super- 
ficial ease* Also, I do not find it particularly outstanding In itself that 
a Balias resident was carrying a weapon, even if it was concealed. 

4, "...the feet that as an officer approached him in the Texas Theater, he 
pulled out his pistol, hsrdly the act of an innocent aan..."-— If you will 
consult the record, Oswald did not pull his gun until he was involved In a 
physical fight with the policeman, not as the offloer approached him. While 
you may regard this as other than the act of an Innocent man, I cannot exclude 
the possibility that it was the act of a man who felt his life was in danger, 
whether or not he was innocent. Neither of us can reach into Oswald's Bind to 
find out Just why he pulled his gun. 

5..".,.the fact that this pistol had been ordered through the mall by Oswald... ,T— 
This merely tells as that Oswald was carrying his own pistol. 

6. "the fhet that this pistol to the exclusion of all other weapons in hhe 
world fired the cartridge cases dropped by the gunman at the scene of the Tlpplt 
murder. • • "—This fhet In itself proves beyond a doubt that whoever dropped the 
cases at the scene of the crime had somehow obtained cases fired from Oswald's 
pistol. It does not prove that these specific cases came from the pistol he had 
Just fired nor does it prove that Oswald to the exclusion of all other people in 
the world fired the pistol which produced the shells or which kill ed Tlpplt, 

You fhll to mention the fhet that the bullets from Tlpplt' s body could be 
txaeed to no speoifio weapon beoause they had been too mutilated, Cbe expert 
testified that he thought he could connect one of the bullets to Oswald's pistol 
based on one mark which he found. 
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However, another expert testified he could sake no specific connection of 
any of the bulleta and added hia opinion tt»t this would have been impossible 
because the barrel of the pistol was slightly large for the bulleta, thus 
their passage through the barrel was too erratic to leave reliable markings, 

YoudLso ton to mention the fact that three of the bullets recovered 
from Tippit's body were manufactured by Winchester-Western, and the fourth 
by Remington P et er s , although only two of the four discarded shells ware 
sade by Winchester-Western and two by Remington-Paters, This means, of 
course, that no positive correlation can be drawn between the bullets 
found (which could have been fired from several guns) and the cartridge 
cases (which came ftroa Oswald's pistol). If the bulleta really did come 
from the found omasa, than one Winchester-Western is missing, and there is 
an extra Rsmington-Peters, Unless five shots ware fired. However, neither 
of us can prove that five shots ware fixed or that the bullets in question 
came ftrom the specifio cartridge cases. Thus, while it say be said that 
the oases came ftrom Oswald's pistol, there is a step missing in the proof 
that these cases fixed the bullets which killed Tipplt, 

I might point out, in this connection, that there is nothing to prove that 
the shells the gunman left at the scene were a)fired at that time or b)in 
the pistol. The gunman could, have kept the shells he dropped in his hand 
while he cosmited the murder and mads it appear as if he were ejecting them 
from the gun, especially since no witness was close enough to be certain the 
shells came from the pistol, I cannot prove this Just as you cannot prove 
the found shells once held the found bullets, I do find it strange, however, 
and without conclusive explanation, that there is a discrepancy between the 
makes of the cases and the bullets, 

7, "...and the collective testimony of eyewitness identification of 
Oswald at the Tipplt murder soene with a pistol in hand."— As I said ear liar, 
the fact that Oswald was running with a gun in his hand near the scene of the 
crime does not prove him the murderer. Further, especially because he was 
running, I wouB say that the witness identifications , if accepted at face 
value, could be taken to show only that someone resembling Oswald was 
running. Further, the character of the line-ups and the witness accounts 
aften lead# me to believe that the former were less than fair and the latter 
less than reliable, 

I believe the record relating to Mrs. Markham's "positive identification" 
of Oswald aa the man she saw shoot Tipplt demonstrates that she was not at all 
positive. To begin with, she was "quits hysterical" when brought in to view 
the line-up, (Report, p, 167 ) In her testimony, she explicitly stated that 
she had never seen any one of four men in the line-up ever although whan 
oonficonted with this in light of the fact that she Identified Oswald, she 
said "I thought you wanted ms to describe their clothing," She added that 
while she "wasn't sure" about Oswald's appearance, looking at him gave her 
"cold chills," which apparently induced the "identification." (volume 3, FP* 310 - 11 .) 

There are also doubts about Mr, Scoggins' Identification, Before attending 
a lineup on Saturday, November 23, he viewed Oswald's picture in the paper 
(volume 3, p, 334) which might have prejudiced him. He also related An 
incident in which it aeeas he identified a picture of someone other than Oswald 
out of a group of pictures including Oswald's, (3H335) Also, the line-up 
which Scoggins attended appears to have been grossly unfair. Another attendant 
said, "You could have picked (Oswald) out without identifying him by Just 
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listening to his because he ms bawling out the policoaan. . . .anybody who 
wasn't sure could have picked out the right one Just for t**t." (see volme 
2, p. 261) Although the witness who gave this account was not reliable on 
other setters ( here be is corroborated by a police offloe in aaant at this 
line-up. Detective Laavell*. (see volume 7. p. 266) 

The stories of the Davis sisters leave ae with doubts about their 
reliability as witnesses. For Instance, oontrary to the observations of 
everyone else who observed this aan, Mrs. “Charlie" davis thought he was 
wearing a black or dark ooat. (voluae 3, p. 347 ) Hie official story Is that 
“ *** light gray. Her sister reabered five aen in the line-up and actually 
gave descriptions of each one (voluae 6, p. 462) while there were only 
4 aen there (voluae 24, p, 34 ?). 

It Is also ay lapresslon that the three aen who appeared In the Friday 
line-ups with Oswald (see voluae 22, p. 1) all look significantly older than 
411 v * r 3 r »*P«ct*ble looking aen while In the line-ups that 
day Oswald wore a torn shirt with several buttons alsslng, and was cut 
and bruised about the face. 



So, while I cannot prove that the witnesses were knowingly or even unknowingly 
wrong in their identi fi cations of Oswald, I submit that there Is “'wpatt 
room for doubt about the Identifications— -because of unreliability in parts of 
some witnesses accounts, plus the se ct i o nal condition of at least one, and 
tha way In which attention would have been drawn to Oswald— for the objective 
analyst to conclude that no witness firmly places Oswald at the scans of the 
crlae as ths Murderer. 




- iJS £??!!*? V M fJ c r iu r t i on **» outlined above, I 

an left with doubts about the finding that Oswald klllad Tipplt, The 

*° P 321 gwilty of this crlae. There 

Is a superficial case, I would agres, replant with all sorts of actions 
and innuendoes seemingly Incriminating of Oswald. But the Report gives 
no citation of proof that Oswald oould have gotten to the scene of tha crlae 
on tlae, it does not prove the cases found and fired (at some time) from his 
Pl ?^ 1 .^f tually h * w ***• buUrt * *hieh klllad Tipplt, and It offers no really 
solid witness identification of Oswald aa ths murderer. A major short-^^ 
coming as well, I think, Is that none of this evidence Is ever considered In 
a light exculpatory of Oswald. Your own apparent evaluation of Oswald's 
actions after ***• TlPPlt murder mesas to take for granted that Oswald 

Nowh «* In the records of tha Investigation or In the final 
^eport have I seen the consideration that, for example, someone triad to 
ijaaa Oswald—whlch night explain why the murderer was so blatantly obvious 
14 leaving ths Incriminating evidence at the 



But *5?* • lth « p Innocent In or framed in this murder. 

But I aa definitely saying the Coaalseion failsd to aaove hla guilt even beyond 
“? U did not eliminate othsr voJSStim, U... that^ST^ 
fact 8< ^ _U P “ tha murderer. 1 have doubts and cannot 

provide a conclusive answer either way. Had I been sitting on a Jury and had 
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only what is presented In the Warren Report to consider, I would have been 
compelled to find Oswald innocent in the Tipplt murder because his guilt 
had not been proven beyond reasonable doubt. 

Further, please understand that while I would welcome any comments you 
may have on matters outside of what is addressed in ay letter of July 12, 

I hare not specifically solicited your remarks in such cases. Thus if you 
feel burdoned by responding to all I have written in this letter, please do 
not feel obliged to consider everything in your response. Of course, if you 
wish to remove the existing Justifications for "doubts," you will have to 
reconcile every point I have made, to my satisfaction. Still, my real 
interest is for your response to my letter of July 12. 

Tou next ask that 1 spell out to you "in complete detail" those instances 
of "reckless conduct" on the part of Commission investigators as well as 
"indications that the Report is in fact •inaccurate.'" This letter and that 
of July 12 will have to suffice for this request. The instances I have in 
mind are too numerous and detailed for me to present each to you. Also, 
most do not relate to your work on the Commission so I would not consider it 
proper to have you account for them. Everything which I have presented to 
you entails the investigation which you conducted, thus, I believe, for which 
you axe accountable. l-y questions on other areas mast go to the staff lawyers 
who worked in those areas. 

I do not understand the relevance of your comment concerning my question 
about Brennan and his clothing description. You are absolutely correct that 
whenever you have two or more witnesses to an event you are bound to have 
differences in testimony because it la most natural for people to see the same 
thing and arrive at different conclusions on what their observations were*" 

Your pointing out that two people who worked with Oswald gave directly opposing 
accounts of the clothes he wore dally, I believe, does not affect my point on 
Brennan. The portion of his testimony to which 1 directed you is rather 
explicit that Oswald in the line-up was not dressed the same as the man he 
saw in the window. Brennan's account of what the man in the window wore 
(basiciy light clothing, probably khaki) is confirmed by every other witness 
a B * n J* ' flndow » including one not recognised by the Commission, 

so I think there Is a firm basis for my point hers. Further, I did not 
ask you If it were possible Mr. Brennan ware inadvertantly wrong in this 
observation. I merely asked why hie statement to this fact was not Included 
in the Report. Sines you introduce the possibility, I will add to my original 
question i Did you take any steps to find out if Mr. Brennan in fact was 
In correct in this observation, and, If so, what steps did you take? If you 
took no steps, I would would be interested in knowing the reason for your 
failure to do so. 

You seem to make the point that an analyst who Isolates one aspect of a 
progression of proof and assesses a situation on the basis of the one aspect 
will necessarily deceive himself for he will be examining information out of 
context. I am inclined to agree with that and, if it is any comfort to you, 

I try not to approach my investigation from that perspective. The points 
mentioned in ny letter of July 12 are not intended to be in any larger context 
and I do not take any one a a proof of sooething which requires a broader 
scope of vision for "proof#" However 9 ay cautfcin to you is that a chain is only 
as strong as its weakest link# If you wish to develop a p r ogre s sion of 
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reasoning toward a conclusive proof, obviously ovary clamant of your 
reasoning nust be sound* Thus, while things trust be viewed In a broad, 
over-all context, they nust also be studied on a nicro-level. Any 
"weak link" Is & serious threat to the strength of the ultimate conclusion* 
A conclusion based on a continuous series of "wafck-links" Is not really 
a conclusion at all, but sore a supposition based on the pretext of 
soae "broad perspective*" 

I hope this letter has been of asslaanoe to you so that you say now 
proceed to address and fully respond to the points raised In ay letter of 
July 12* 

I aa Indeed looking forward to your response. 
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Sincerely, 

' *r, 1 

Howard Rof ftaan 
8829 Blue Grass fid. 
Phlla., Pa. 19152 
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